IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA : CRI M NAL NO
V. : DATE FI LED:
BARRY W LF : VI OLATI ONS:
18 U.S.C. § 371
BETTY SHUSTERVAN : (Conspiracy to conm t
bank fraud and mail fraud
-- 1 Count)

18 U S.C. § 1341

(Mail fraud -- 34 Counts)
18 U.S.C. § 1344

(Bank fraud -- 1 Count)
26 U S.C. § 7201

(Tax evasion -- 10 Counts)
26 U S.C § 7206(1)
(Fal se statenents on tax
returns -- 10 Counts)

18 US.C 8§82

(A ding and abetting)

| NDI CTMENT

COUNT _ONE
(Conspi racy)
THE GRAND JURY CHARCGES THAT:
1. At all tines relevant to this |Indictment,
Tenple Sinai (the “tenple”) was a synagogue | ocated at
Linekiln Pike and Dillon Road in Dresher, Mntgonmery County,

Pennsyl vani a.



2. Fromin or about 1981, until on or about
February 4, 2000, defendant BARRY WLF was the executive
director of Tenple Sinai. In that capacity, he acted as the
chief operating officer of the tenple, and was responsible
for supervising all day-to-day activities of the institution
ot her than those assigned to the tenple s chief rabbi.
According to a witten policy, the executive director’s
duties included serving as the “primary interface” wth
synagogue nenbers and prospective nmenbers, “control[ling]
all purchases and expenditures within budgetary limts,” and
“oversee[ing] managenent of accounts payabl e, accounts
receivable, billing, and collection.” WLF also supervised
all office staff, which included the tenple’s bookkeeper and
secretaries.

3. Fromin or about 1963, until on or about
February 4, 2000, defendant BETTY SHUSTERMAN served as the
tenpl e’ s bookkeeper. |In that capacity, she was responsible
for maintaining all financial accounts of the tenple and
ot her typical bookkeepi ng functions.

4. At all times relevant to this Indictnent,

Harl eysvill e National Bank and Trust Conpany



(“Harleysville”) was a financial institution, the deposits
of which were insured by the Federal Deposit |nsurance
Corporation (“FD C").

5. At all times relevant to this Indictnent,
Summt Bank (“Summt”) was a financial institution, the
deposits of which were insured by the FDIC

6. Fromon or about July 6, 1993, until on or
about February 4, 2000, in the Eastern District of
Pennsyl vani a, defendants

BARRY W LF and
BETTY SHUSTERVAN

knowi ngly and intentionally conspired and agreed with each
other to conmt the foll ow ng of fenses agai nst the United
St ates:

-- to coomt bank fraud, that is, to engage in a
schene to defraud banks, the deposits of which were
federally insured, and to obtain nonies owed by and under
the care, custody, and control of such banks by neans of
fal se and fraudul ent pretenses, representations, and
prom ses, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,

Section 1344; and



-- tocommt mail fraud, that is, having devised a
schene to defraud Tenple Sinai, contributors and ot her
payors of funds to Tenple Sinai, and federally insured
financial institutions, and to obtain noney fromthose
persons and entities by neans of false and fraudul ent
pretenses, representations, and prom ses, to cause to be
delivered by the United States Postal Service itens sent in
furtherance of the schenme, in violation of Title 18, United
States Code, Section 1341.

Manner and Means

7. 1t was part of the conspiracy that the
def endants enbezzl ed noney from Tenpl e Sinai and funds which
contributors and others intended to pay to Tenple Sinai,
much of which was held in the custody of federally insured
financial institutions. In total, during the course of the
conspiracy, the defendants enbezzled at least $1.2 mllion
bel onging to or destined for Tenple Sinai. This represented
approxi mately 10% of the tenple s intended operating budget
during the course of the conspiracy. The defendants’
conduct significantly affected the financial solvency of the

tenple; for exanple, at one point, all tenple enployees,



I ncluding religious school and preschool teachers, were
required to take a 5% pay cut because of the tenple’s
financial condition.

8. It was further part of the conspiracy that the
defendants stole noney in the followng four prinmary ways:

a. BARRY WLF took donation and ot her checks
sent to Tenple Sinai, and rather than deposit themin the
accounts of the tenple as intended by the payors, deposited
themin a separate account he created at Harleysville
Nati onal Bank, entitled “Tenple Sinai Breakfast dub,”
account no. 04-1416361. To deposit such checks, he placed
an unaut hori zed endorsenent of Tenple Sinai on the checks.
He then withdrew the noney fromthis account in cash, of
whi ch he gave part to BETTY SHUSTERVAN, and al so used funds
in the account to pay the charges for ten cellular phones
used by WLF and SHUSTERVMAN and nenbers of their famlies.

b. WLF and SHUSTERVMAN wote or directed that
others wite unauthorized checks fromthe tenple’'s operating
account, held at various tines at Harleysville or Summt, on
whi ch forged signatures of the tenple officers who were

aut hori zed to sign checks were placed (WLF and SHUSTERVAN
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did not have signature authority). These checks were nade
payable to “Tenple Sinai.” WLF deposited these checks as
well in the “Tenple Sinai Breakfast O ub” account, and
renoved the noney fromthat account in the sane nmanner as
descri bed i n subparagraph (a) above.

c. WLF and SHUSTERVAN wote or directed that
others wite other unauthorized checks fromthe tenple’s
operating account, held at various tines at Harleysville or
Summ t, payable to various vendors of the tenple. The nanes
of the vendors used in this schene included the tenple’s
janitorial service, |andscaper, sunmer canp enpl oyees,
provi ders of office and school supplies, maintenance nen,

I nstall er of playground equi pnment, and others, all of whom
were paid in full for their services through other checks.
The additional, illegitimte checks were never given to

t hese vendors, but instead were converted by the defendants
for their own use. Many of these checks bore forged
signatures of tenple officers authorized to sign checks.

W LF deposited sone of the checks in the “Tenple Sinai
Breakfast C ub” account, and renoved the noney fromthe

account in the sane manner as described in subparagraph (a)
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above. In addition, on nunerous occasions WLF took such
checks to vendors directly to Harleysville or Summt, where
he cashed the checks at teller wndows. On many occasions,
in order to do this, he placed a forged endorsenent of the
payee of the check on the back of the check. After cashing
such vendor checks, WLF gave part of the cash to
SHUSTERVAN.

d. WLF and SHUSTERMAN t ook excess retirenent
contributions fromthe tenple, by witing checks to
financial institutions at which each held retirenent
accounts. Under each defendant’s contract, the tenple was
obligated to contribute 7% of each person’s salary to a
401(k) plan. Between 1995 and 1999, WLF and SHUSTERVAN
wote checks to the financial institutions at which their
accounts were held in excess of this 7% obligation. For
I nstance, Shusterman was entitled to contributions of
approxi mately $3,000 per year; but she took $11,000 in 1995,
$12,000 in 1996, $16,000 in 1997, $11,000 in 1998, and
$17,000 in 1999. WIf was entitled to approxi mately $4, 500
per year; he exceeded that in 1998 ($6,000) and 1999

($17, 000) .



Overt Acts

9. In furtherance of the conspiracy and to achi eve
Its objects, defendants BARRY WLF and BETTY SHUSTERMVAN
commtted the follow ng overt acts, anong others, within the
Eastern District of Pennsyl vani a:

10. On or about July 6, 1993, BARRY WLF opened an
account at Harleysville National Bank in the nane of the
“Tenpl e Sinai Breakfast O ub,” account no. 04-1416361. This
was a nane casually given to a group of congregants who net
for prayer services at the tenple each norning. Their
affairs did not require the existence of this account, and
the officers and board of directors of the tenple did not
aut hori ze the opening of the account and were unaware of its
exi stence. WLF was the only signatory.

11. WLF obtained an endorsenent stanp which read,
“For deposit only Tenple Sinai 1416361,” which he then used
to endorse and deposit in the Breakfast C ub account checks
made payable to “Tenple Sinai.” WLF never had
aut hori zation fromthe officers or board of directors of
Tenple Sinai to endorse or deposit checks payable to Tenple

Sinai in this manner.



12. To further the illusion that the bank account
was affiliated wwth Tenple Sinai, WLF directed officials of
Harl eysville to assign the actual mailing address of Tenple
Sinai to the account, causing the bank to then nmail account
statenments each nonth to the tenple as it would for an
aut hori zed account. Harleysville thereafter sent account
statenents to the tenple’s mailing address on a nonthly
basis, by United States nmail, during the entire course of
t he conspiracy.

13. WLF ordered that checks be printed bearing
the nane of the Tenple Sinai Breakfast Cub and the tenple’s
mai | i ng address, and such printed checks were mailed to the
tenpl e at occasional intervals during the conspiracy. One
such occasi on was on or about Novenber 12, 1998, when WLF
caused to be mailed a set of 200 printed checks, many of
whi ch he subsequently used to wthdraw funds fromthe
Breakfast C ub account; the check order was nailed from
Del uxe Checks in Springfield, Massachusetts to Tenple Sinai
Breakfast C ub, 1401 Linekiln Pi ke, Dresher, Pennsylvani a

19025.



14. WLF and SHUSTERMAN regul arly directed ot her
enpl oyees of the tenple’s office not to open any mail from
financial institutions, but rather to give all such nail
unopened to one of them In this manner, they received al
mail from Harl eysville and Del uxe Checks regardi ng the
Breakfast C ub account.

15. Between on or about July 6, 1993 and on or
about February 4, 2000, WLF deposited in the Breakfast C ub
account the follow ng stolen checks, totaling $699, 771. 65:

a. 688 checks given as donations to the
tenple, totaling $105, 604. 64.

b. 83 checks witten fromthe tenple’s main
operating account nmade payable to “Tenple Sinai,” totaling
$423, 702. 48. (These checks were conpl eted by WLF,
SHUSTERVAN, and a person acting at their direction, and
I ncl uded the forged signatures of tenple officers authorized
to sign checks. O these 83 checks, two, totaling
$11,759.17, were witten fromthe tenple’ s operating account
at First Fidelity Bank in 1993; 77, totaling $391, 561. 98,
were witten fromthe tenple’'s operating account at

Harl eysvill e between 1993 and 1998; and four, totaling
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$20,381.33, were witten fromthe tenple’ s operating account
at Summt Bank in 1999.)

c. 40 checks witten fromthe tenple’s main
operati ng account rmade payable to various vendors and ot her
third parties, totaling $73,880.80. (A nost all of these
checks were paid fromthe tenple s operating account at
Summ t Bank during 1999.)

d. Nine checks fromestates nmade payable to
Tenple Sinai, totaling $38,100.00, pursuant to the terns of
wi | | s bequeat hing noney to the tenple.

e. Ten checks fromthe Jew sh Federation of
G eater Phil adel phia nmade payable to Tenple Sinai, totaling
$24, 925. 00.

f. Three checks payable to Tenple Sinai,
totaling $18,541.84, representing funds | eft upon the
closing of accounts held by the tenple at First Fidelity
Bank prior to 1994.

g. Ei ght checks fromthe State of I|srael
totaling $3,983.34, representing the redenption of bonds.

h. One check fromthe Gty of Philadel phia

payable to Tenple Sinai in the amount of $2,590. 21.
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I . One check fromthe Commonweal t h of
Pennsyl vani a payable to Tenple Sinai in the anount of
$2, 971. 34.

j. 18 other unknown itens which could not be
| ocated by Harleysville, totaling $5,472.00.

16. WLF withdrew nost of the noney deposited in
t he Breakfast C ub account in cash, and he gave part of that
cash to SHUSTERVAN. She deposited nmuch of this cash in
accounts held at CoreStates Bank (later First Union National
Bank) in her and her husband’s nanes.
17. In addition, WLF used funds fromthe

Breakfast C ub account to pay the charges for 10 cellul ar
phones used by WLF, SHUSTERMAN, and ot her nenbers of their
famlies. This account had been opened by WLF in the nane
of “Tenple Sinai” with Bell Atlantic Mbile Services in the
| ate 1980’ s, wi thout the know edge or approval of the
officers or board of directors of the tenple. Between on or
about Cctober 13, 1993, and on or about OCctober 20, 1998,
during this conspiracy, WLF wote checks totaling
$55, 252. 75 fromthe Breakfast Cub account to Bell Atlantic

to pay these charges. During the course of the conspiracy,
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WLF al so used ot her proceeds of the enbezzlenent to pay
Bell Atlantic charges for the cellular phones.

18. In addition to the unauthorized checks to
vendors described in paragraph 15(c) above, which were
deposited in the Breakfast C ub account, between on or about
July 6, 1993 and on or about February 4, 2000 WLF and
SHUSTERVAN prepared or directed that others prepare 1,061
ot her unaut hori zed checks to vendors or to petty cash,
totaling $464,815.01 (the “vendor checks”). WLF cashed al
of these checks at teller windows at either Harleysville or
Summ t, and then gave a portion of the cash to SHUSTERVAN.
Typically, WLF cashed approximately 10 of such checks at
the sane tinme, every two weeks, at the sanme tine he cashed
t he paychecks issued by Tenple Sinai to hinself, his wife
(who was a part-tinme enployee), and to SHUSTERVAN. The
banks cashed the vendor checks for WLF because he was
recogni zed as an enployer in the |ocal area, and was
bel i eved to be cashing checks for the benefit of his
enpl oyees. In addition, on many occasions the forged
endorsenents of the payees of the checks were placed on the

backs of the checks.



19. O the vendor checks described in the
precedi ng paragraph, checks totaling approxi mately
$114,092. 57 were witten on the tenple’ s operating account
at Summt. The remaining checks were witten on the
tenpl e’ s operating account at Harleysville. O all of these
checks, at |east 153 checks totaling $66, 663.29 were cashed
at Sunmit; and at |east 887 checks totaling $388, 906.51 were
cashed at Harl eysville.

20. SHUSTERMAN personally wote 30 of the checks
fromthe tenple’ s operating account nade payable to “Tenple
Sinai,” described in subparagraph 15(b), which she then gave
to WLF to deposit in the Breakfast C ub account.

21. As part of her duties as bookkeeper,
SHUSTERMAN r ecorded each of the illicit checks to “Tenple
Sinai” and to vendors described i n subparagraphs 15(b) and
15(c) in the tenple s cash disbursenent journal, but
pur poseful |y did not enter accurate descriptions of the
pur pose of the paynents which could be discovered by others,

as she did or directed be done for all other expenditures of

t he tenple.



Al inviolation of Title 18, United States Code,

Section 371.



COUNT _TWD
(Bank Fraud)
THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARCGES THAT
1. Paragraphs 1 through 5 and 7 through 21 of
Count One of this Indictnent are incorporated here by
ref erence.
2. Between on or about July 6, 1993 and on or
about February 4, 2000, in the Eastern District of
Pennsyl vani a, defendants

BARRY W LF and
BETTY SHUSTERVAN

knowi ngly engaged in a schene to defraud Harl eysville
Nat i onal Bank and Summt Bank, and to obtain noney bel ongi ng
to and under the custody and control of those banks by neans
of false and fraudul ent pretenses, representations, and
prom ses, and did aid and abet that fraudul ent schene.

3. It was part of the schene that defendants BARRY
WLF and BETTY SHUSTERMAN enbezzl ed funds owned by or
destined for their enployer, Tenple Sinai, by renoving funds
held in the custody and control of Harleysville and Summt

t hrough fal se and fraudul ent pretenses and representations.



In part, they personally, or aided and abetted ot hers who,
renmoved funds fromthe operating account of Tenpl e Sinai
held at Harleysville (from 1993 through 1998) and at Sunm t
(from 1998 t hrough 2000) by placing forged signatures of
aut hori zed check signers on checks; depositing checks
payable to Tenple Sinai in an unauthorized account through
t he unaut hori zed use of the endorsenent of Tenple Sinai
cashi ng unaut hori zed checks of the tenple by placing forged
and unaut hori zed endorsenents of the payees of the checks on
t he backs of the checks; and doing other acts described in
t he i ncorporated paragraphs of Count One of this Indictnent.
4. The unaut hori zed checks fromthe tenple’'s
operating account at Harleysville, no. 04-1416387, which
bore the forged signatures of authorized check signers, and
whi ch were deposited in the Tenple Sinai Breakfast Cub
account by placing the unaut horized endorsenent of Tenple

Sinai on the backs of the checks, included the follow ng:

Check no. Dat e Payee Anount

1128 9-14-93 Tenple Sinai 2,648. 35
1722 1-3-94 Tenpl e Si nai 4,753. 17
2337 5-24-94 Tenpl e Sinai 8,642.10
2348 5-9-94 Tenpl e Si nai 8,642. 97
2544 6-29-94 Tenpl e Sinai 9, 026. 39



2659

3652
3690

4160
4390

4489
4665

4810
4901

5083
5135

5256
5334

5635
5686

5841
5973

6114
6186

6340
6550

6952
7016

7231
7350

7540

Dat e

12-19-94
2-24-95

3-13-95
6- 6- 95

7-18-95
8-1-95

9-12-95
9-24-95

10- 24-95
11-7-95

12-5-95
12-18-95

2-21-96
4-24-96

6- 6- 96
6- 25- 96

7-23-96
8- 14-96

9- 24- 96
8-25-96

Payee

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

Tenpl e
Tenpl e

S
S

S
S

S
S

S
S

S
S

S
S

S
S

S
S

S
S

S
S

S
S

S
S

S
S

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai

nai
nai
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Anmount

5, 312.

5, 232.
4, 256.

6, 743.
3, 649.

4, 286.
4, 703.

6, 824.
5, 645.

2, 897.
2, 835.

6, 841.
3, 729.

4, 657.
4, 250.

4, 828.
8, 024.

6, 420.
2, 637.

5, 847.
5, 643.

4, 887.
4, 876.

3, 759.
3, 619.

6, 739.

98

63
31

21
56

31
29

22
32

48
76

97
42

32
80

76
66

86
96

00
98

61
25

42
25

40



Check no. Dat e Payee Anount

7622 10-6-97 Tenpl e Sinai 5,632.91
7786 11-15-97 Tenpl e Sinai 6, 284. 37
7877 12-15-97 Tenpl e Sinai 4,862. 20
7932 1-6-98 Tenpl e Si nai 6, 060. 61
7975 1-13-98 Tenpl e Sinai 5,432.10
8193 4-7-98 Tenpl e Si nai 4,169. 32
8240 4-21-98 Tenpl e Sinai 3,628. 42
8321 5-4-98 Tenpl e Si nai 4, 865. 90
8402 5-19-98 Tenpl e Si nai 5, 846. 30
8526 6- 16-98 Tenpl e Si nai 3,275.75
8632 7-14-98 Tenpl e Sinai 4,979.75
8652 7-28-98 Tenpl e Sinai 6, 218. 95
8680 9-30-98 Tenple Sinai 10, 000. 00
8689 7-30-98 Tenpl e Sinai 6, 482. 25

5. The unaut horized checks fromthe tenple’s
operating account at Summt, no. 448-1007053, which bore the
forged signatures of authorized check signers, and which

were deposited in the Tenple Sinai Breakfast C ub account by

pl aci ng the unaut hori zed endorsenent of Tenple Sinai on the
backs of the checks, included the follow ng:

Check no. Dat e Payee Anount
10679 2-2-99 Tenpl e Si nai 5,968. 74
10719 2-25-99 Tenple Sinai 1, 141. 09
10793 3-23-99 Tenple Sinai 6, 896. 25
1018 3-29-99 Tenpl e Sinai 6, 375. 25
1273 6- 8- 99 Er hardt Pl unbi ng 2, 200. 00
10875 8-9-99 SGS 3,876. 25
10913 8-16-99 Al bert Shor & Son 2,346. 00
11054 9-14-99 Charl es Becker 1, 645. 40
11057 9-14-99 Mark Vall one 2,130. 25
11112 9-28-99 Harvey Show 2,575.00
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Check no. Dat e Payee Anpunt

11178 10-7-99 Shop N Bag 2, 000. 00
11179 10-7-99 Charl es Erhardt 3, 650. 00
11361 11-16-99 A. Kanner 675. 00
11363 11-16-99 Rosenberg’s 1, 425. 00
11371 11-22-99 Kanner 1, 244. 00
11374 11-22-99 Al bert Shor & Son 1, 845. 00
11431 11- 30-99 Rosenberg’s 849. 60
11432 11-30-99 G egg Johnston 1, 245. 00
11502 12-14-99 Al bert Shor & Son 1, 250. 00
11503 12-14-99 El ectra Co. 2, 000. 00
11552 12-27-99 True Val ue 876. 42
11553 12-27-99 ALl 1,684. 92

6. A sanple of the unauthorized checks fromthe
tenpl e’ s operating account at Summt, no. 448-1007053, which

bore the forged signatures of authorized check signers and

forged and unaut hori zed endorsenents of the payees, are the
fol | ow ng:

Check no. Dat e Payee Anount
1406 7-8-99 John Wi ner 200. 00
1440 7-15-99 Leonard Brown 300. 00
1442 7-15-99 John Wi ner 200. 00
1469 7-20-99 Ted Wi ner 300. 00
1470 7-20-99 John Wi ner 200. 00
1472 7-20-99 Harvey Shorr 300. 00
1474 7-20-99 Bob Leder man 200. 00
1477 7-20-99 Harold Sal kovitz 563. 95
10804 7-27-99 Harvey Shorr 300. 00
10852 8-3-99 M ke Wal sh 250. 00
10874 8-9-99 Har ol d Sal kovitz 577.75
10876 8-9-99 John Wi ner 200. 00
10879 8-9-99 M ke Wal sh 300. 00
10881 8-9-99 Carrie Wl sh 200. 00
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10909 8-16-99 Tim Wl sh 200. 00



Check no. Dat e Payee Amount

10910 8-16-99 Beau Beagl e 200. 00
10912 8-16-99 Ted Wi ner 612. 25
10914 8-16-99 Harold Sal kovitz 588. 00
10986 8-30-99 Leonard Brown 300. 00
10992 8-30-99 Harold Sal kovitz 860. 75
11012 9-9-99 M ke Wal sh 300. 00
11013 9-9-99 Leonard Brown 300. 00
11015 9-9-99 Ted Wi ner 300. 00
11016 9-9-99 M ke Beagl e 300. 00
11061 9-14-99 Ted Wi ner 400. 00
11063 9-14-99 M ke Wal sh 500. 00
11067 9-14-99 Tim Wl sh 200. 00
11380 11-22-99 Ti m Wal sh 200. 00
11435 11-30-99 M ke Wl sh 200. 00
11498 12-14-99 M ke Beagl e 200. 00
11499 12-14-99 Ti m Wal sh 200. 00
11500 12-14-99 M ke Wl sh 300. 00

Def endant BARRY WLF cashed all of these checks at Summ t,
with the exception of the last six in this list, which he
cashed at Harl eysville.

7. As a result of this conduct, Tenple Sinai has
initiated | egal action against Harleysville and Summt in an
effort to hold themcivilly responsible for the | osses
caused by the defendants’ crimnal conduct. To date, Summt
has paid $28,595.34 to the tenple for honoring forged checks
witten in 1998 and 1999. The tenple’ s litigation against
Summ t, seeking additional funds, and against Harleysville

I s pendi ng.



Sections 1344 and 2.

23 -



(Mai | Fraud)

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT

Count One of this Indictnent are incorporated here by

r ef erence.

about February 4, 2000, in the Eastern District of

Pennsyl vani a, defendants

BETTY SHUSTERVAN

devi sed and intended to devise a schene to defraud Tenpl e

Sinai, and federally insured financial institutions, and to

obtai n noney and property fromthose persons and entities by

representations, and prom ses, and did aid and abet that

schene.

par agraph 2 for defendants BARRY WLF and BETTY SHUSTERVAN

to enbezzl e funds owned by or destined for their enployer,



Tenpl e Sinai, through the neans described in the
| ncor por ated paragraphs of Count One of this Indictnent.

4. On or about Novenber 12, 1998, in the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania, the defendants,

BARRY W LF and
BETTY SHUSTERNVAN,

for the purpose of executing the schene, did cause to be
deposited for delivery by the United States Postal Service a
package contai ning 200 printed checks of the Breakfast C ub
account, mailed from Del uxe Checks in Springfield,
Massachusetts to Tenple Sinai Breakfast O ub, 1401 Linekiln
Pi ke, Dresher, Pennsyl vania 19025.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code,

Sections 1341 and 2.



COUNTS FOUR to TH RTY-SI X

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT

1. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 3 of

r ef erence.

2. On or about each of the dates listed below, in

BARRY W LF and
BETTY SHUSTERNVAN,

deposited for delivery by the United States Postal Service

an envel ope containing the nonthly account statenent of the

Harl eysvill e National Bank and Trust Conpany, Harleysville,

Pennsyl vania, to Tenple Sinai Breakfast C ub, 1401 Linekiln

Count Date of Mailing of Monthly Statenent

April 30, 1997

6 June 30, 1997
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Count.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

Date of Mailing of Monthly Statenent

July 31, 1997
August 29, 1997
Sept enber 30, 1997
Cct ober 31, 1997
Novenber 28, 1997
Decenber 31, 1997
January 30, 1998
February 27, 1998
March 31, 1998
April 30, 1998

May 29, 1998

June 30, 1998

July 31, 1998
August 31, 1998
Sept enber 30, 1998
Cct ober 30, 1998
Novenber 30, 1998
Decenber 31, 1998
January 29, 1999

February 26, 1999
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Count.

28

29

31

32

34

35

Date of Mailing of Monthly Statenent

March 31, 1999

May 28, 1999

June 30, 1999

August 31, 1999

Sept enber 30, 1999

Novenber 30, 1999
Decenber 31, 1999

Al inviolation of Title 18, United States Code,



COUNT_THI RTY- SEVEN

(Tax Evasion -- Barry WIf -- 1995)

On or about February 20, 1996, at North Wales, in

the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

did wllfully attenpt to evade and defeat a | arge part of

the incone tax due and owing by himto the United States of

be filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center

at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, a false and fraudul ent U S

that his and his wife’'s taxable incone for the cal endar year

1995 was the sum of $36, 443, whereas, as he then and there

for the cal endar year 1995 was substantially in excess of

that stated, and upon which incone substantial additional

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7201.



COUNT_THI RTY- ElI GHT

(Fal se Statenment on Tax Return -- Barry WIf -- 1995)
THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT
On or about February 20, 1996, at North Wales, in
the Eastern District of Pennsyl vani a, defendant
BARRY W LF
did wllfully make and subscribe a U S. |ndividual |Incone
Tax Return, Form 1040, which was verified by a witten
decl aration that it was made under the penalties of perjury
and was filed wwth the Director, Internal Revenue Service
Center, at Phil adel phia, Pennsyl vania, which Form 1040 he
did not believe to be true and correct as to every nateri al
matter in that the Form 1040 reported that his and his
wife' s taxable inconme for the cal endar year 1995 was the sum
of $36, 443, whereas, as he then and there well knew and
bel i eved, the couple’s joint taxable incone for the cal endar
year 1995 was substantially higher than that sum
In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7206(1).



COUNT_THI RTY- NI NE

(Tax Evasion -- Betty Shusterman -- 1995)

On or about April 4, 1996, at Newtown, in the

Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

did wllfully attenpt to evade and defeat a | arge part of

the incone tax due and owing by her to the United States of

be filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center

at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, a false and fraudul ent U S

t hat her and her husband s taxable inconme for the cal endar

year 1995 was the sum of $49, 896, whereas, as she then and

I ncome for the cal endar year 1995 was substantially in

excess of that stated, and upon which income substanti al

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7201.



COUNT FORTY

(Fal se Statenment on Tax Return -- Betty Shusterman -- 1995)

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT

On or about April 4, 1996, at Newtown, in the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

BETTY SHUSTERVAN

did wllfully make and subscribe a U S. |ndividual |Incone
Tax Return, Form 1040, which was verified by a witten
decl aration that it was made under the penalties of perjury
and was filed wwth the Director, Internal Revenue Service
Center, at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, which Form 1040 she
did not believe to be true and correct as to every nateri al
matter in that the Form 1040 reported that her and her
husband’ s taxabl e incone for the cal endar year 1995 was the
sum of $49, 896, whereas, as she then and there well knew and
bel i eved, the couple’ s joint taxable incone for the cal endar
year 1995 was substantially higher than that sum

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7206(1).



COUNT FORTY- ONE

(Tax Evasion -- Barry WIf -- 1996)

On or about April 14, 1997, at North Wales, in the

Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

did wllfully attenpt to evade and defeat a | arge part of

the incone tax due and owing by himto the United States of

be filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center

at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, a false and fraudul ent U S

that his and his wife’'s taxable incone for the cal endar year

1996 was the sum of $4, 343, whereas, as he then and there

for the cal endar year 1996 was substantially in excess of

that stated, and upon which incone substantial additional

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7201.



COUNT FORTY- TWO

(Fal se Statenent on Tax Return -- Barry WIf -- 1996)
THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT
On or about April 14, 1997, at North Wales, in the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant
BARRY W LF
did wllfully make and subscribe a U S. |ndividual |Incone
Tax Return, Form 1040, which was verified by a witten
decl aration that it was made under the penalties of perjury
and was filed wwth the Director, Internal Revenue Service
Center, at Phil adel phia, Pennsyl vania, which Form 1040 he
did not believe to be true and correct as to every nateri al
matter in that the Form 1040 reported that his and his
wife' s taxable inconme for the cal endar year 1996 was the sum
of $4, 343, whereas, as he then and there well knew and
bel i eved, the couple’s joint taxable incone for the cal endar
year 1996 was substantially higher than that sum
In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7206(1).



COUNT _FORTY- THREE

(Tax Evasion -- Betty Shusterman -- 1996)

On or about April 18, 1997, at Newtown, in the

Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

did wllfully attenpt to evade and defeat a | arge part of

the incone tax due and owing by her to the United States of

be filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center

at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, a false and fraudul ent U S

t hat her and her husband s taxable inconme for the cal endar

year 1996 was the sum of $65, 157, whereas, as she then and

I ncome for the cal endar year 1996 was substantially in

excess of that stated, and upon which income substanti al

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7201.



COUNT FORTY- FOUR

(Fal se Statenment on Tax Return -- Betty Shusterman -- 1996)

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT

On or about April 18, 1997, at Newtown, in the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

BETTY SHUSTERVAN

did wllfully make and subscribe a U S. |ndividual |Incone
Tax Return, Form 1040, which was verified by a witten
decl aration that it was made under the penalties of perjury
and was filed wwth the Director, Internal Revenue Service
Center, at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, which Form 1040 she
did not believe to be true and correct as to every nateri al
matter in that the Form 1040 reported that her and her
husband’ s taxabl e incone for the cal endar year 1996 was the
sum of $65, 157, whereas, as she then and there well knew and
bel i eved, the couple’ s joint taxable incone for the cal endar
year 1996 was substantially higher than that sum

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7206(1).



COUNT _FORTY- FI VE

(Tax Evasion -- Barry WIf -- 1997)

On or about April 3, 1998, at North Wales, in the

Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

did wllfully attenpt to evade and defeat a | arge part of

the incone tax due and owing by himto the United States of

be filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center

at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, a false and fraudul ent U S

that his and his wife’'s taxable incone for the cal endar year

1997 was the sum of $30, 378, whereas, as he then and there

for the cal endar year 1997 was substantially in excess of

that stated, and upon which incone substantial additional

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7201.



COUNT FORTY- SI X

(Fal se Statenent on Tax Return -- Barry WIf -- 1997)
THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT
On or about April 3, 1998, at North Wales, in the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant
BARRY W LF
did wllfully make and subscribe a U S. |ndividual |Incone
Tax Return, Form 1040, which was verified by a witten
decl aration that it was made under the penalties of perjury
and was filed wwth the Director, Internal Revenue Service
Center, at Phil adel phia, Pennsyl vania, which Form 1040 he
did not believe to be true and correct as to every nateri al
matter in that the Form 1040 reported that his and his
wife' s taxable inconme for the cal endar year 1997 was the sum
of $30, 378, whereas, as he then and there well knew and
bel i eved, the couple’s joint taxable incone for the cal endar
year 1997 was substantially higher than that sum
In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7206(1).



COUNT _FORTY- SEVEN

(Tax Evasion -- Betty Shusterman -- 1997)

On or about March 31, 1998, at Newtown, in the

Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

did wllfully attenpt to evade and defeat a | arge part of

the incone tax due and owing by her to the United States of

be filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center

at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, a false and fraudul ent U S

t hat her and her husband s taxable inconme for the cal endar

year 1997 was the sum of $93, 813, whereas, as she then and

I ncome for the cal endar year 1997 was substantially in

excess of that stated, and upon which income substanti al

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7201.



COUNT _FORTY- El GHT

(Fal se Statenment on Tax Return -- Betty Shusterman -- 1997)

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT

On or about March 31, 1998, at Newtown, in the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

BETTY SHUSTERVAN

did wllfully make and subscribe a U S. |ndividual |Incone
Tax Return, Form 1040, which was verified by a witten
decl aration that it was made under the penalties of perjury
and was filed wwth the Director, Internal Revenue Service
Center, at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, which Form 1040 she
did not believe to be true and correct as to every nateri al
matter in that the Form 1040 reported that her and her
husband’ s taxabl e incone for the cal endar year 1997 was the
sum of $93, 813, whereas, as she then and there well knew and
bel i eved, the couple’ s joint taxable incone for the cal endar
year 1997 was substantially higher than that sum

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7206(1).



COUNT _FORTY- NI NE

(Tax Evasion -- Barry WIf -- 1998)

On or about March 22, 1999, at North Wales, in the

Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

did wllfully attenpt to evade and defeat a | arge part of

the incone tax due and owing by himto the United States of

be filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center

at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, a false and fraudul ent U S

that his and his wife’'s taxable incone for the cal endar year

1998 was the sum of $28, 170, whereas, as he then and there

for the cal endar year 1998 was substantially in excess of

that stated, and upon which incone substantial additional

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7201.



COUNT _FI FTY

(Fal se Statenent on Tax Return -- Barry WIf -- 1998)
THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT
On or about March 22, 1999, at North Wales, in the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant
BARRY W LF
did wllfully make and subscribe a U S. |ndividual |Incone
Tax Return, Form 1040, which was verified by a witten
decl aration that it was made under the penalties of perjury
and was filed wwth the Director, Internal Revenue Service
Center, at Phil adel phia, Pennsyl vania, which Form 1040 he
did not believe to be true and correct as to every nateri al
matter in that the Form 1040 reported that his and his
wi fe' s taxable inconme for the cal endar year 1998 was the sum
of $28,170, whereas, as he then and there well knew and
bel i eved, the couple’s joint taxable incone for the cal endar
year 1998 was substantially higher than that sum
In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7206(1).



COUNT _FI FTY- ONE

(Tax Evasion -- Betty Shusterman -- 1998)

On or about April 12, 1999, at Newtown, in the

Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

did wllfully attenpt to evade and defeat a | arge part of

the incone tax due and owing by her to the United States of

be filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center

at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, a false and fraudul ent U S

t hat her and her husband s taxable inconme for the cal endar

year 1998 was the sum of $83,479, whereas, as she then and

I ncome for the cal endar year 1998 was substantially in

excess of that stated, and upon which income substanti al

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7201.



COUNT _FI FTY-TWD

(Fal se Statenment on Tax Return -- Betty Shusterman -- 1998)

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT

On or about April 12, 1999, at Newtown, in the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

BETTY SHUSTERVAN

did wllfully make and subscribe a U S. |ndividual |Incone
Tax Return, Form 1040, which was verified by a witten
decl aration that it was made under the penalties of perjury
and was filed wwth the Director, Internal Revenue Service
Center, at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, which Form 1040 she
did not believe to be true and correct as to every nateri al
matter in that the Form 1040 reported that her and her
husband’ s taxabl e incone for the cal endar year 1998 was the
sum of $83, 479, whereas, as she then and there well knew and
bel i eved, the couple’ s joint taxable incone for the cal endar
year 1998 was substantially higher than that sum

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7206(1).



COUNT_FI FTY- THREE

(Tax Evasion -- Barry WIf -- 1999)

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARCGES THAT

On or about April 7, 2000, at North Wales, in the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

BARRY W LF

did willfully attenpt to evade and defeat a |arge part of
the inconme tax due and owing by himto the United States of
Anmerica for the cal endar year 1999, by filing and causing to
be filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center
at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, a false and fraudulent U S
| ndi vi dual 1 ncone Tax Return, Form 1040, in which he stated
that his and his wife’'s taxable incone for the cal endar year
1999 was the sum of $35, 780, whereas, as he then and there
wel | knew and believed, the couple’s joint taxable incone
for the cal endar year 1999 was substantially in excess of
that stated, and upon which incone substantial additional
tax was due and ow ng.

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7201.



COUNT _FI FTY- FOUR

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT

On or about April 7, 2000, at North Wales, in the

BARRY W LF

did wllfully make and subscribe a U S. |ndividual |Incone

decl aration that it was made under the penalties of perjury

and was filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service

did not believe to be true and correct as to every nateri al

matter in that the Form 1040 reported that his and his

of $35, 780, whereas, as he then and there well knew and

bel i eved, the couple’s joint taxable incone for the cal endar

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7206(1).



COUNT _FI FTY- FI VE

(Tax Evasion -- Betty Shusterman -- 1999)
THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT

On or about April 3, 2000, at Newtown, in the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant

BETTY SHUSTERVAN

did wllfully attenpt to evade and defeat a | arge part of
the incone tax due and owing by her to the United States of
Amrerica for the cal endar year 1999, by filing and causing to
be filed with the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center
at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, a false and fraudulent U S
| ndi vi dual 1 ncone Tax Return, Form 1040, in which she stated
t hat her and her husband's taxabl e incone for the cal endar
year 1999 was the sum of $29, 434, whereas, as she then and
there well knew and believed, the couple’s joint taxable
I ncome for the cal endar year 1999 was substantially in
excess of that stated, and upon which income substanti al
addi tional tax was due and ow ng.

In violation of Title 26, United States Code,

Section 7201.



COUNT_FI FTY-SI X

(Fal se Statenment on Tax Return -- Betty Shusterman -- 1999)
THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THAT
On or about April 3, 2000, at Newtown, in the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, defendant
BETTY SHUSTERVAN

did wllfully make and subscribe a U S. |ndividual |Incone
Tax Return, Form 1040, which was verified by a witten

decl aration that it was made under the penalties of perjury
and was filed wwth the Director, Internal Revenue Service
Center, at Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania, which Form 1040 she
did not believe to be true and correct as to every nateri al
matter in that the Form 1040 reported that her and her
husband’ s taxabl e incone for the cal endar year 1999 was the
sum of $29, 434, whereas, as she then and there well knew and
bel i eved, the couple’ s joint taxable incone for the cal endar

year 1999 was substantially higher than that sum



Section 7206(1).
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